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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract must be 
submitted on a separate page, see 37 CFR 1 .52(b)(4). The current abstract includes the 
title. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The 
specification including the claims and the abstract must be numbered consecutively 
starting with 1 , see 37 CFR 1 .52(b)(5). 

Also, the numbering of the claims is improper. The characters "[c1]" etc. should 
be replace by-1- etc. in each instance. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are sunnmarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was - 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-10, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Faibish et al in view of Watanabe et al. 

Faibish shows the warning system for a vehicle and provides electro magnetic 
sensors for providing collision alert signals. 

Faibish fails to provide magneto-resistive sensors. 

Watanabe shows the proximity of objects employing nnagneto resistive sensors 
MRE's, col. 2, lines 15-61. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
magneto resistive sensors for proximity determination in the warning system of Faibish 
because the use of magneto resistive sensors for determining proximity is taught by 
Watanabe. 

Any advantages seen are those naturally expected due to the magneto resistive 
sensors. 
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Patentability is not involved in the use of magneto resistive sensors in 
determining proximity. 

The plural sensor recited is a duplication of parts and would not involve 
patentable invention since only duplication of function exists. 

The recited vehicle bus is obvious over the bus extending from the processor 90 
in figure 9 of Faibish. 

With respect to claim 3, see steering angle sensor 10 in Faibish. 

With respect to claims 4 and 5, see vehicle-warning interface 20 of Faibish. 

Claim 6 involves duplication of parts and would not involve patentable invention. 

Claims 7 and 8 involves location of well-known elements and such would not 
involve patentable invention. 

The algorithms as recited in claims 9 and 10 involves the processing in computer 
90, see figure 9 and related disclosure. 

Claims 1 1-18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Faibish and Watanabe as applied to claims 1 and 19 above, and further in view of 
Kwun. 

Kwun shows the specific use of activating countermeasures 68-74 in figure 3. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to activate 
countermeasures in response to proximity detection in the Faibish as modified by 
Watanabe because the specific use of countermeasures in a proximity detection device 
is taught by Kwun. 
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Any advantages seen are those naturally expected due to the use of 
counternneasures. 

Filtering is achieved in figure 1 1 of Faibish. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Hainsworth et al and Steffens, Jr. et al are cited as showing 
related proximity sensors. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DONNIE L. CROSLAND whose telephone number is 
571-272-2980. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 9:30a-6:00p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JEFFERY HOFSASS can be reached on 571«272-2981 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infornnation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infornnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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